
 

 
 STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
 
 INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
 
 
Hearing Date: April 23, 2004 
 
Subject Matter of Proposed Regulations: Course requirements by County Agricultural 
Commissioners 
 
Section Affected:  Adopt 1922.3 
 
Specific Purpose of each adoption, amendment, or repeal: 
The purpose of this adoption is to place into regulation specific guidelines regarding the 
civil penalty action on behalf of the County Agricultural Commissioners in regards to 
pest control licensees found to be in violation. 
 
Factual Basis/Rationale
 The County Agricultural Commissioners has the authority under Section 1922 of the 
Business and Professions Code to determine violations and issue fines against a pest 
control licensee pursuant to Section 8617 of the Structural Pest Control Act.  
 
Underlying Data
None 
 
Business Impact
This regulation will not have a significant adverse economic impact on businesses.   
 
Specific Technologies or Equipment
This regulation does not mandate the use of specific technologies or equipment. 
 
Consideration of Alternatives
No reasonable alternative to the regulation would be either more effective in carrying 
out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as effective and less 
burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
 
 INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
 
Hearing Date: April 23, 2004 
 
Subject Matter of Proposed Regulations: Continuing Education Requirements 
 
Section Affected: 1950 
 
Specific Purpose of each adoption, amendment, or repeal: 
To specify the C.E. requirements for license renewal.   
 
Factual Basis/Rationale
Section 1950 of the Structural Pest Control Act states that Operators must meet certain 
C.E. conditions in order to renew his/her license. The amended language will require 
that both Operators and Field Representations meet certain C.E. requirements as a 
condition for renewal.    
 
Underlying Data
None 
 
Business Impact
This regulation will not have a significant adverse economic impact on businesses.   
 
Specific Technologies or Equipment
This regulation does not mandate the use of specific technologies or equipment. 
 
Consideration of Alternatives
No reasonable alternative to the regulation would be either more effective in carrying 
out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as effective and less 
burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
 
 INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
 
 
Hearing Date: April 23, 2004 
 
Subject Matter of Proposed Regulations: Hour Value System 
 
Section Affected:  1950.5 
 
Specific Purpose of each adoption, amendment, or repeal: 
To provide guidelines for licensees and C.E. Providers regarding each activity approval. 
Require that a written examination be administered after each activity course for rules 
and regulations with specific amount of questions per hour of instruction, designate the 
passing score and define the amount of credit given for attending Board Meetings. 
 
Factual Basis/Rationale
Section1950.5 of The Structural Pest Control Act currently does not specify that all 
approved activities require testing after each course.  The amended language will 
require that, as a condition to receive credit from the Board, a licensee must pass an 
examination that is to be given at the end of his/her course in order to obtain their 
license.  The amended language will also define the amount of credit hours given to a 
licensee that attended Board meetings.  
 
Underlying Data
None 
 
Business Impact
This regulation will not have a significant adverse economic impact on businesses.   
 
Specific Technologies or Equipment
This regulation does not mandate the use of specific technologies or equipment. 
 
Consideration of Alternatives
No reasonable alternative to the regulation would be either more effective in carrying 
out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as effective and less 
burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulation. 
 



 

 
 

STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
 
 INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
 
 
Hearing Date:  April 23, 2004 
 
Subject Matter of Proposed Regulations: Examination in Lieu on Continuing Education 
 
Section Affected: 1951 
 
Specific Purpose of each adoption, amendment, or repeal: 
To make the language clearer and provide specific language regarding the passing 
score. 
 
Factual Basis/Rationale
The language in section 1951 of the Structural Pest Control Act mentions “licensed 
operators and field representatives” the amended language will refer to both operators 
and field representatives as “licensee”.  The amended language will also place into 
regulation that a passing score is a score considered 70% or higher. 
 
Underlying Data
None 
 
Business Impact
This regulation will not have a significant adverse economic impact on businesses.   

  
Specific Technologies or Equipment
This regulation does not mandate the use of specific technologies or equipment. 
   
Consideration of Alternatives
No reasonable alternative to the regulation would be either more effective in carrying 
out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as effective and less 
burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulation. 
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STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
 
 INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
 
 
Hearing Date: April 23, 2004 
 
Subject Matter of Proposed Regulations: Approval of Activities  
 
Section Affected: 1953  (e) (g)  
 
Specific Purpose of each adoption, amendment, or repeal: 
To clean, clear up and also define some of the language in section 1953, to revise Form 
No. 43M-39 and specify that the provider will pay postage to mail the evaluation form.   
 
Factual Basis/Rationale
Section 1953 of The Structural Pest Control Act provides guidelines for the Approval of 
Activities, the language was not clear and the evaluation form that is used needed to be 
revised.  
 
Underlying Data
None 
 
Business Impact
This regulation will not have a significant adverse economic impact on businesses.   
 
Specific Technologies or Equipment
This regulation does not mandate the use of specific technologies or equipment. 
 
Consideration of Alternatives
No reasonable alternative to the regulation would be either more effective in carrying 
out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as effective and less 
burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 

STRUCTURAL PEST CONTROL BOARD 
 
 INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
 
 
Hearing Date: April 23, 2004 
 
Subject Matter of Proposed Regulations: Reinspection Language 
 
Section Affected:   Adopt 1993.1 
 
Specific Purpose of each adoption, amendment, or repeal: 
Specific language regarding reinspections must appear on each original wood 
destroying pest and organisms inspection report performed. The adopted language will  
define what a reinspection report is the purpose it serves and the guarantee that comes 
with a reinspection report.    
 
Factual Basis/Rationale 
Section 1993 of the Structural Pest Control Act under Inspection Reports defines a 
“reinspection report, however, currently there is no regulation that requires specific 
language regarding reinspection reports the guarantee that comes with a reinspection 
and that the specific language must appear on a wood destroying pest and organisms 
inspection report.  
 
Underlying Data
None 
 
Business Impact
This regulation will not have a significant adverse economic impact on businesses.   
 
Specific Technologies or Equipment
This regulation does not mandate the use of specific technologies or equipment. 
 
Consideration of Alternatives
No reasonable alternative to the regulation would be either more effective in carrying 
out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as effective and less 
burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulation. 


